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and it produced legislation that had an
overwhelming majority of the votes in
the Senate. Now, I was not a ‘‘yes”
vote on that bill. I was a ‘‘no’ vote on
that bill. I felt it spent too much
money, but I will say this. It was a fine
work product that was developed by
people of good will in both parties.
They accepted ideas that I had and
that others of us had who eventually
voted against the bill, and they worked
tirelessly for months. They would not
give up because they recognized that
when you can get a significant major-
ity in this Senate to support something
on a bipartisan basis, you have a better
product for the Nation.

And I will say, I am proud of their
work. I compliment them as frequently
as I can for that work product, even
though I didn’t vote for it. It was an
example of true bipartisanship, a true
bipartisan compromise.

That is another reason that I have
worked with my friend from Arizona
Senator SINEMA and with my friend
from Oregon RON WYDEN on financial
innovation. I had never met RON
WYDEN until that bill. That infrastruc-
ture bill came to the floor, and it had
an amendment on the definition of
broker that would apply in financial
innovation instances. It did not ade-
quately represent what really happens
in the world of digital assets.

So Senator WYDEN and I met here on
the floor. We became friends and start-
ed working on financial innovation
issues, digital assets. And even though
we were unsuccessful in changing the
definition of ‘“‘broker” in that bill, it
forged a working friendship that I am
confident will last for as long as I am
here and as long as he is here together.

That is one of the reasons that I have
come to believe so strongly in the fili-
buster. I saw it work in that specific
piece of legislation, even in my first
year in the U.S. Senate. It is why I
have worked with SHELDON WHITE-
HOUSE from Rhode Island on a foreign
agent registration reform. It is why I
have worked with other Members of
the other party on issues where we see
more common ground than we see dif-
ferences.

If you want lasting change, it re-
quires broad bipartisan support. Other-
wise, the next administration will
work to overturn your actions.

The last time Democrats changed the
filibuster, it ultimately led to three
Supreme Court Justices picked by
President Trump. If Democrats
thought that was bad, they should
think carefully before changing the fil-
ibuster for other legislation. We should
all think long and hard, as we prepare
to vote, over this radical proposal.

I implore my Democratic colleagues,
consider when the Senate was in Re-
publican hands and when President
Trump wanted Republicans to end the
filibuster. Republicans rejected the Re-
publican President’s request to end the
filibuster, and they did it out of respect
for this institution. I am sure it was
frustrating for the previous President.
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In some ways, it was frustrating for
people like me.

I was not in Washington during the 4
years of the Trump Presidency. I was
here during the 8 years of the Obama
Presidency, serving in the House. I was
not here during the Trump Presidency.
I was back in Wyoming. In that time,
you know, we were characterized as
being a big red State, where a bunch of
people in a ‘‘basket of deplorables’—I
was in there with them—were living
and clinging to their guns and their Bi-
bles and we were treated like outcasts
in our own country and it felt antago-
nistic. It was part of what creates this
great divide that this country is in
right now. That is how we felt about
ourselves.

I have to tell you, that is how we felt
when President Biden went to Georgia
and gave a speech and compared any-
one who didn’t support election reform
to people like George Wallace. He com-
pared people in my State and me, quite
frankly, to a bunch of racists. That
rhetoric is so damaging to trying to
heal this country.

We all know our Nation is divided
right now. Yesterday didn’t help. If we
want a more perfect Union than we
have today, we need more compromise,
not less. That is why we have institu-
tional norms like the filibuster. When
one party starts tearing up the norms,
they might gain in the short term, but
they do irreversible, lasting damage
not only to our institutions but to our
‘e pluribus unum,” ‘“out of many,
one.” If we want to be one, we should
keep the filibuster in place.

As those entrusted with the upkeep
of our Constitution for future genera-
tions, we need to take a longer term
view of what will be best for the coun-
try, not just our short-term political
aspirations. Our Founders understood
that the ends do not always justify the
means. That is why we have the sepa-
ration of powers—two Chambers of
Congress and a Bill of Rights that pro-
tects the individuals, that protects
freedom. Sometimes you have to
choose the harder right over the easier
wrong. Compromise is hard. I will tell
you, I am not all that good at it. I am
trying to learn from the people in this
Senate Chamber who are so successful
at it.

You know, the American people have
placed a great deal of faith in each one
of us to get this done. I have faith in us
as well.

I will admit that I really disliked my
first year in this U.S. Senate. It was a
huge disappointment to me. It was
ugly. It was nasty. It seemed un-Amer-
ican.

But I still have faith in us. We need
to protect our institutions. One of
those institutions is the filibuster. I
think it will allow us to continue to be
a nation that is out of many and yet is
still one. God willing, that will be the
case.

Thank you.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
KELLY). The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. OSSOFF. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without

objection, it is so ordered.

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. OSSOFF. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to legislative session for a pe-
riod of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up
to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———————

TRIBUTE TO RABBI MOSHE
FELLER

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I
rise to recognize Rabbi Moshe Feller
for the beautiful prayer he offered us
this week. He could be considered a
prolific guest chaplain—having led
both Houses of Congress in prayer a
combined 10 times over the last several
decades. Each time, his wisdom, his
faith in God, and his regard for the
work of this body have all shined
through. Today was no exception.

It was particularly special to know
that he was joined by one of his sons,
Rabbi Menachem Mendel Feller, as
well as three of his grandchildren,
Rabbi Tzemach Feller, Rabbi Yossi
Feller, and Moussie Feller. I am con-
fident that his other son, Rabbi Levi
Feller, and his many other grand-
children were excitedly watching from
home. And I know that if Mindelle,
Rabbi Moshe Feller’s wife of 56 years
who passed away in 2017, were still with
us today, she too would be so proud.

I have had the honor of meeting
Rabbi Feller many times over the
years, and I am glad he was able to re-
turn to this Chamber today.

In addition to being the longest serv-
ing Rabbi in Minnesota, Rabbi Feller

leads the TUpper Midwest Merkos
Chabad Lubavitch in St. Paul and is a
member of the board of Merkos

L’Inyonei Chinuch, the education arm
of the International Chabad movement.
Through his work, he mentors and in-
spires people of all faiths in Minnesota
and across the country. A passionate
and dedicated leader, he has been in-
strumental in cultivating Jewish life in
Minnesota, and his numerous contribu-
tions have enriched our State as a
whole.

Whether by overseeing the founding
and establishment of over 30 Jewish in-
stitutions in the Midwest or by serving
as a counselor and mentor to those
seeking to grow closer to their faith,
Rabbi Feller unwaveringly answers the
call.

With his remarks this morning,
Rabbi Feller offered a clarion reminder
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